62                                  Commerce

business activity regarded as improper, irrespective of
whether they emanate from Indian or non-Indian firms,
e.g. unfair rebates or savage price-cutting, as such, in all
businesses and not against such activities in particular businesses
only. This point was explained by Lord Reading in the
following terms:

'You cannot have a law directed against one particular
concern; you must have the general law of the land applicable
to them. If it is unfair competition, then it is unfair competition
not only in that trade, but in every other trade, and if it is unfair
competition and you want to legislate against it, then you must legislate
against it for all trades*

Care will, however, be necessary to see that in checking
unfair competition, ordinary competitive methods of carry-
ing on business are not banned.

'In many industries and businesses big British firms have
acquired a dominating position for economic and historical
reasons. Big firms do not always encourage new competitors
and the steps they take to crush their struggling rivals some-
times appear harsh. Where the struggle is between a large
British and a small British firm, no one thinks of legislative
interference, nor does any one cry out if a large Indian firm
strangles a small Indian competitor. But in the circumstances
of India the struggle is often between a big British and a small
Indian business, so that the affair is easily represented as a
racial struggle, and an Indian legislature may easily be
tempted to retaliate by attacking the big firm for action which
was, in fact, perfectly legitimate.'  {Manchester Guardian.)

Subsidies or Bounties to Industries.

It is clear that when the legislature grants a bounty or
subsidy for the purpose of encouraging a local industry,
it must have the right to attach reasonable conditions to
any such grant from public funds. The question is
obviously one for the legislature to decide on the merits of